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This international preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) is issued by the Internationa] Bureau on behalf of the 
International Searching Authority under Rule 44 bis. 1(a). 




This REPORT consists of a total of 6 sheets, including this cover sheet. 




In the attached sheets, any 
to the international prelim 


reference to the written opinion of the International Searching Authority should he read as a reference 
ttiary report on patentability (Chapter I) instead. 


3. 


This report contains indications relating to the following items: 
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Basis of the report 




|~ [ Box No. H 
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[X] Box No. Ill 


Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 




[ | Box No. IV 


Lack of unity of invention 




[X] Box No. V 


Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 




j [ Box No. VI 


Certain documents cited 




| J Box No. VH 


Certain defects in the international application 




[ j BoxNo.V'ni 


Certain observations on the international application 
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1, This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 



Basis of the opinion 
Priority 

Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty* inventive step and industrial applicability 
Lack of unity of invention 

Reasoned statement under Rule 43 bis.l with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Certain documents cited 
Certain defects in the international application 
Certain observations on the international application 

2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for interna-jona* preliminary examination is made, this opinion will be considered to be a written opinion of the 
Mernationai Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPSA"} except that this does not apply where the applicant chooses an 
Authority other than this one to be the XPEA and the chosen JPEA has notified fhe International Bureau under Rule 66Abis{b) 
that written opinions of tins International Searching Authority will not he so considered* 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the XPEA. the applicant is invited to submit to the 
XPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of 3 months from the date of mailing 
of Form PCT/IS A/220 or before ihe expiration of 22 months from the priority dase, whichever expires later. 
For further options, see Form PCT/SSA/220. 



3, For further details, see notes to Form F'CT/ISA/220. 
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Date of completion of this opinion 
01 May 2006 {01. 05*20.06) 


Au&ome<3 officer^ " ^" 
Raquei Alvarez 

Telephone No. 571-272-6715 
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Box No. VI 
Box No. VI! 
Box No. VXH 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 


International application No, 
PCT/US04/31529 


Box No. I Basks of this opinion 


1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis or"; 




|X) the international application in the language in which it was filed 




f~ | a translation of the 'international application into , which is tile lang 1 
international search (Rules 123(a) and 23.1(b)}. 


uage of a n-ansiation fnrnishcd for the purposes of 


2. With regard to any nucleotide ami/or amino acid secmence disclosed in the international application and necessary to the claimed 
invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 


a, type of materia?. 




S | a sequence listing 




L J tahle(s) related to the sequence listing 




b, format of material 




□ on paper 




in electronic form 




e> time of flling/f bmishi ng 




|~j contained in the international application as filed. 




| J fjled together with the international application in electronic fonn. 




[ 1 furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 




3, £j In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence hsting and/or table{s) relating thereto has been filed 
or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional copies is identical to that in the 
application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as appropriate, were furnished, 


4. Additional comments: 
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Box No> III Nosv-establ&h sweifit of opinsos* wails regard to novelty, Inventive step and industrial applicability 



The questions whether the claimed invention appears to be novel, to involve an inventive step (to be non-obvious), or to he 
industrially applicable have not been examined in respect of: 



] the entire international application 
claims Nos. 23-29 



because: 



the said international application, or the said claim Nos. 23-29 relate to the following subject matter which does not require 
an international search (specify)'* 

Please See Continuation Sheet. 



the description* claims or drawings (indicate particular elements hehw) ox said claims Nos, 

meaningful opinion could fee formed (specify): 



are so unclear Chat no 



the claims, or said claims Nos. are so inadequately supported by the description that no meaningful opinion could be 

formed (specify)'. 



{ ~] no international search report has been established for said claims Nos. 

[ ] a meaningful opinion could not be formed without the sequence listing; the applicant did not, within the 

prescribed time limit: 

I j furnish a sequence listing on paper complying with the standard provided for in Annex G of the 

Administrative Instructions, and such listing was not available to the International Searching Authority 

in a form and. manner acceptable to it 
[~~| furnish a sequence listing in electronic form complying with the standard provided for in Annex C of 

the Administrative Instructions, and such listing was not available to the International Searching 

Authority in a form and manner acceptable to it 
CZ3 P a y thc squired *aie furnishing fee for the furnishing of a sequence listing in response to an invitation 

under Rules 13ter. 1(a) or (h> 



a meaningful opinion could not be formed without the tables related to the sequence listings; the applicant did 
not, v/ithin the prescribed time limit furnish such tables in electronic form complying with the technical 
requirements provided for in Annex Obis of the Administrative Instructions, and such tables were not available 
to the International Searching Authority in a form and manner acceptable to it. 

the tables related to the nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence listing, if in electronic form only, do not comply 
with the technical requirements provided for m Annex O-bis of the Administrati ve Instructions. 

See Supplemental Box for further details* 
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Box No. V Reasoned statement under Ruiz 43 &&l(a)(S) wsth regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations asid expSaaatiosrs supp orting s«eh sta tement 



L Statement 

Novelty (N) 



Claims 1-22, 30 



Claims NONE. 



YES 
NO 



Inventive step (IS) 



Claims NONE 
Claims 1-22,30 



YES 
NO 



Industrial applicability (I A) 



Claims 1-22,30 



Claims NONE 



.YES 
NO 



2. Citations and explanations: 

Claims 1-22 and 30 lack an inventive step under PCX Article 33(3) as being obvious over Talegon in view of ! -800 Flowers .com. In 
reference io claims 1, 13, 1 7, and 30, Talegon teaches enabling a selection of at least one method for placing at least one bid for me 
keyword in the result from the sponsored search; enabling an automatic placement of at least one bid for the keyword based on the 
selected method; and enabling a display of predetermined content that is associated with at least one bid for the keyword and whose 
value is employed to acquire placement of the predetermined content in the result from the sponsored search (page 2, paragraphs 14, 16- 
18. and 20, page 3, paragraph 36, page 4, paragraph 40, and page 5, paragraph 45)> Talegon also teaches advertising and bid placement 
on a keyword based on the advertiser's budget (page 3, paragraph 22). Talegon is silent about enabling at least a budget io be provided. 
1-800 Fiowersxom teaches enabling at least a budget be provided {page 1, right frame, the heading By Price). Since the provision of 
enabling the providing of a budget is a desirable feature for keyword advertising bidding, it would have been obvious to one ot ordinary 
skill in the art Co provide such a budget enabling means in. Talegon. 

in reference to claims 2-4, 8-1.0, 14-15, 18, Talegon teaches ranking the content based on the value of each bid, time slots, and viewer 
response (page 2, paragraph 14, page 4, paragraphs 40-41 and page 5, paragraph 45) and specifying minimum costs for maximum 
acquisitions (page 3, paragraph 35). 

In reference to claims 5 and 6, Talegon teaches the method comprising shortest time for maximum acquisitions within a time interval 
budget wherein the selected method is configured to enable an unused portion of the budget for a time interval to be -included in another 
time interva* (page 4, paragraphs 40-42). 

In reference to claims 7 and 1 6, Talegon teaches the method wherein the keyword further comprises at least one of a provided keyword, 
and a generated keyword that is related to the provided keyword (page 1, paragraph 7). 

In reference to claims 1 1 and 20-22, Talegon teaches using alternate versions of banners depending on the ones that receive the most 
dicks and an interface to receive the advertiser's data (page % paragraph 21 and page 4, paragraphs 3S-39). 



Form PCT/SSA/237 (Box No. V) (April 2Q05) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE 
INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING AUTHORITY 



International application No. 
FCT/US04/31529 



Supplemental Box 

In case the space in any of the preceding boxes is aat sufficient 



Seelaun HI. Nott-estebSisfcxaent of opinios* (subject matter not requiring preliminary examination) 

Claims 23-29 could not be searched. because the claims are directed to a non-statutory' subject matter* Data structures not claimed as 
embodied m computer readable media are descriptive materia* perse and are not statutory, because they are neither physical "things * nor 
statutory processes. Such claimed data structures do not define any structural and functional interrelationships between the dam structure 
and other claimed aspects of the invention, which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized. In fact, data structures as 
recited hi these claims 6t the carrier- wave signal" are descriptive material per se and are not statutory, because this "signal" is neither a 
physical u &ing" nor a Statutory process, and it does not define any structural and functional interrelationships between the data structure 
arid other claimed aspects of the invention, which permit the data structure's functionality to be realized. 
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